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REMARKS 

This document is submitted in response to the final Office Action mailed November 4, 2005 
("Office Action"). Initially, the Applicants gratefully acknowledge allowance of claims 33 and 41- 
46. In the sole interest of moving this case forward, Applicants have cancelled without prejudice 
claims 34-40 and 48-59. 

Claims 33 and 41-47 are pending. Reconsideration of claim 47 is requested in view of 
the following remarks. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. $ 1 12, First Paragraph (written description) 

Claims 34-35 and 47-59 were rejected as lacking written description. See the Office 
Action, page 2, lines 9-10. As claims 34-35 and 48-59 were cancelled, the ground for their 
rejection has been mooted. Applicants respectfully submit that claim 47 was rejected in error, as 
it depends from allowed claim 33 and no specific ground for its rejection was presented. 
Accordingly, withdrawal of the rejection of this claim is respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, First Paragraph (enablement) 

Claims 34-35 and 47-59 were rejected as lacking enablement. See the Office Action, 
page 2, lines 18-24. Claims 34-35 and 48-59 were cancelled. Thus, the grounds for their 
rejection have been mooted. As pointed out above, it appears that claim 47 was rejected in error, 
as it depends from an allowed claim and no specific grounds for its rejection were presented. 
Withdrawal of the rejection of this claim is respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, Second Paragraph 

Claims 34-35 and 47-59 were rejected as indefinite. See the Office Action, page 4, 
lines 7-8. As Applicants have cancelled claims 34-35 and 48-49, the ground for their rejection 
has been mooted. Further, Applicants submit that claim 47 was erroneously rejected as it 
depends from allowed claim 33 and no specific ground for its rejection was presented. 
Applicants respectfully request that the rejection of this claim be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 



Based on the remarks set forth above, Applicants submit that all of the pending claims 
cover allowable subject matter. Allowance by the Examiner is respectfully solicited. 

Enclosed is a $60 check for the Petition for a one month Extension of Time fee. Please 
apply any other charges to deposit account 06-1050 referencing attorney docket 1 1702-003006. 
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